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June 11, 2018

SCDPPPS ,
Tommy Evans, Jr., Esq.
P.0. Box 50666
Columbia, SC 29250

RE: Acturial Riisk and Needs Assessment pursuant to §24-21-10(F)(1), and
§24-21-5(2), of SC Code Anm.

Dear Sir:

As you are aware, I've requested for the Appellate Case No. 2017-001904, to

be dismissed without prejudice, if you were in agreement for the same. Be that
as it may, I've acquired information revealing §24-21-10(F)(1), and §24-21-5(2),
of SC Code Ann., pursuant by law require an acturial risk and needs assessment
examination be performed by a qualified psychologist or psychiatrist, and not
by someone who was not a licensed psychologist or psychiatrist.

As such, each prior actﬁrial‘risk and needs assessment examination since 2012
that was administered to me did not comply with SC law, and as a result, I'm
entitled to a new examination by a licensed qualified psychologist or psychi-
atrist when it were errors for the parole board to deny me parole based on

actuarial risk and needs assessment examination factors pursuant to §24-21-10

(£)(1), of SC Code of Laws, dated from my past panodlé~proceedings from 2012
to March 16, 2017.

Your findings regarding this matter is greatly appreciated. I'm looking for—
ward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience.

Respectfully submitted,

cc: Jenny A. Kitchings, Clerk
SC Court of Appeals

Chief Administrative Law Judge
Ralph K. Anderson, III
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